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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim rejections-35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

1) Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chandrasekaran et al. (U.S. 6,397,352), "Chandrasekaran", herein after. 
Regarding to claim 1: 

Chandrasekaran discloses a system, which can be implemented in a computer hardware 
or software code for transmitting and receiving messages between a host computer system 
application and a distributed computer system application, the message processing system, 
comprising: 

A distributed message transmission application associated with the distributed computer 
system application operative to process a message generated by the distributed computer system 
application, and to transmit the message to the host computer system application over the 
communication network: (Chandrasekaran discloses a message is inserted into a propagation 
queue that resides at a "source site" which is equivalent to "distributed computer system." The 
message propagates from the source site to "a destination site" which is equivalent to "host 
computer system": column 6, lines 62-67; column 7, lines 1-50) 
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A host system message transmission application associated with a host application and 
operative to process a message received from the distributed message transmission application: 
(Chandrasekaran discloses the destination site receives messages from the source site: column 7, 
lines 39-50; column 9, lines 18-26) 

A distributed computer program interface functionally connected to the distributed 
computer system application and to the distributed message transmission application and 
operative to configure the message for transmission over a communication network: 
(Chandrasekaran discloses a network interface which is included in "a computer system" is 
equivalent to "a distributed computer system": column 17, lines 15-17; figure 7, item 718) 

2) Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Navarre et al. 
(U.S. 6,205,482), "Navarre", herein after. 

Regarding to claim 1 7: 

Navarre discloses a system, which can be implemented in a computer hardware or 
software code for processing a message between a first application running on a first network 
element and a second application running on a second network element of a communication 
network, the method comprising the steps of: 

Generating the message in the first network element; configuring the message for 
transmission over the communication network; transmitting the message over the communication 
network; and delivering the message to the second network element: (Navarre discloses "a client 
application" which is equivalent to "a first network element" transmits "data access transactions" 
which is equivalent to "generated message" to "server application" which is equivalent to 
"second network element": abstract, lines 1-15) 
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Wherein the step of configuring the message for transmission comprises translating the 
message into a format associated with the second application: (Navarre discloses a gateway is 
configured to translate a transmitting message format into destination applicable format: abstract, 
lines 1-15; column 2, liens 1-20) 

Claim rejections-35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descry 
bed as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 

prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 

person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 

the manner in which the invention was made. 

3) Claims 2-3, are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 

Chandrasekaran in view of Morin et al. (6, 584, 312) 

Regarding to claims 2-3: 

Chandrasekaran discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, but does not 
explicitly teach the configuration of the message for transmission over the communication 
network comprises associating a transmission profile with the 

However, Morin discloses a subscriber's profile is stored in a database. When subscriber 
enters request, the mobile services center compares and matches the subscriber entered request 
with subscriber's profile to identify the service, see (Morin: column 1, lines 52-67) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Morin' s ideas of associating subscriber's request with 
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subscriber's profile with Chandrasekaran's system in order to identify service based on 
subscriber registered profile, see (Morin: column 1 5 lines 52-67) 

4) Claims 4-5, 7, 9-11, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable 
over Chandrasekaran-Morin in view of Liu et al. (6, 804, 333) 

Regarding to claims 4-5: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 3, but 
does not explicitly disclose wherein the distributed computer program interface comprises a 
profile manager operative to examine at least one characteristic of the message to determine the 
transmission profile to be associated with the message 

However, Liu discloses a manager manages the messages transmission based on 
communication profiles have one or more "service identifiers" which is equivalent to 
"characteristic of the message" and one or more interactive response agent identifier associated 
with the respective user, see (Liu: abstract, lines 3-10) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Liu's ideas of associating selected request from the user with 
user's profile with Chandrasekaran-Morin' s system in order to identify service based on the 
user's profile, see (Liu: abstract, lines 3-10) 

Regarding to claim 7: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu discloses a method as discuss in 4, which further includes 
wherein the message characteristic is a record sequence indicator: (Chandrasekaran discloses 
sequence number is used to indicate the order of propagating messages: column 8, lines 56-67) 

Regarding to claim 9 : 
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Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu discloses a method as discuss in claim 4, farther includes 
wherein the message characteristic is a command character: (Liu discloses "service identifier 
selected by the user" which is equivalent to "command character": abstract, lines 10-18) 
Resardins to claim 10: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu discloses a method as discuss in claim 4, which further 
includes wherein the communication network is a peer-to-peer network: (Chandrasekaran 
discloses the message is transmitting from the source site to the destination site, which represents 
characteristic of peer-to-peer network: column 9, lines 65-67) 

Resardins to claim 11: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu discloses a method as discuss in claim 4, which further 
includes wherein the communication network is a client-server network: (Chandrasekaran 
discloses communication between database server and database client: column 9, lines 58-65) 

Resardins to claim 15: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu discloses a method as discuss in claim 4, which farther 
includes the message is a broadcast message: (Chandrasekaran discloses the message may be 
propagated from the source to a plurality of destinations: column 18, lines 37-42) 

5) Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu in view of Dutra et al. (U.S. 6,917,979) 
Resardins to claim 6: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu discloses a method as discuss in 4, which farther includes 
wherein the message characteristic is a serial number 
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However, Dutra discloses "Msg ID" which is equivalent to "serial number", see (Dutra: 
Figure 6, item 410) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Dutra' s ideas of using Msg ID is used to indicate order of record 
message with Navarre -Morin-Liu's system in order to identify the service level, see (Dutra: 
abstract, lines 10-12) 

6) Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu in view of Navarre et al. (6,205,482) 

Regarding to claim 8: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu the method of claim 4, but does not explicitly disclose 
wherein the message characteristic is an application data 

However, Navarre discloses a method of identifying message type, content to determine 
routine for delivery message, see (Navarre: column 3, lines 13-15) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Navarre's ideas of identifying message type, content with 
Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu' s system in order to satisfy the requested transactions, see (Navarre: 
column 3, lines 5-15) 

7) Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu in view of Beck et al. (5, 903, 723) 

Regarding to claim 12: 
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Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 4, 
but does not explicitly teach wherein the communication network is a wide area client-server 
network 

However, Beck discloses "WAN" which is equivalent to "Wide area client-server 
network" for communication between senders and recipients, see (Beck: column 1, lines 14-22) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Beck's ideas of using WAN for the communication between 
senders and recipients with Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu 5 s system in order to be able to delivery 
email messages all over the world, see (Beck: column 1, lines 14-22) 

8) Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu in view of La khan i et al. (6,721,322) 

Regarding to claim 13: 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu the method of claim 4, but does not explicitly disclose the 
message is a request reply message 

However, Lakhani discloses Reply message, see (Lakhani: column 12, lines 10-11) 
Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Lakhani's ideas of using reply messages with Chandrasekaran- 
Morin-Liu' s system in order to sending acknowledge receipts, see (Lakhani: column 12, lines 
10-11) 

9) Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu in view of Ganesh et al. (6,493,726) 

Regarding to claim 14: 
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Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu the method of claim 4, but does not explicitly disclose the 

message is a send-and- forget message 

However, Ganesh discloses Forget messages, see (Ganesh: abstract, lines 11-12) 
Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to combine Ganesh's ideas of sending Forget messages with 

Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu' s system in order to perform a forget processing operation, see 

(Ganesh: abstract, lines 14-15) 

10) Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Chandrasekaran-Morin-Liu in view of Dutra et al. (U.S. 6,917,979) 

Regarding to claim 16: 

Chandrasekaran discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 15, but does 
not explicitly teach wherein the broadcast message is generated by a publishing service 
application and wherein the broadcast message is received by a subscribing network element 

However, Dutra discloses a method of managing and tracking broadcast subscribers job 
delivery according to Service Level Agreements, what is a contract between service provider and 
subscribers, see (Dutra: abstract, lines 1-11) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Dutra' s ideas of managing and tracking broadcast subscribers 
job delivery according to Service Level Agreements with Chandrasekaran' s system in order to 
guaranteed performance of provider's services to subscribers, see (Dutra: column 4, lines 64-67) 

11) Claims 18-19, 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable 
over Navarre in view of Morin et al. (6, 584, 312) 
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Resardins to claims 18-19: 

Navarre discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 17, but does not 
explicitly teach the step of configuring the message for transmission over the communication 
network comprises associating a transmission profile with the message 

However, Morin discloses a subscriber profile is associated with each subscriber and the 
subscriber profile is stored in a database. When subscriber enters a request, the mobile services 
center compares and matches the subscriber entered request with subscriber's profile to identify 
the service, see (Morin: column 1, lines 52-67) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Morin' s ideas of associating subscriber's request with 
subscriber's profile with Navarre's system in order to identify service based on subscriber 
register profile, see (Morin: column 1, lines 52-67) 

Resardins to claims 27, which is exemplary with claim 26: 

Navarre -Morin discloses a method as discuss in claim 18, which further includes 
wherein the transmission profile comprises a service identifier operative to associate the message 
with a message format to be used to transmit the message over the communication network: 
(Navarre discloses a method of mapping and transiting message format for communication 
between client application and server application: column 1, lines 20-35; column 3, lines 13-15) 

12) Claims 20-21, 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable 
over Navarre -Morin et al. in view of Liu et al. (6, 804, 333) 

Resardins to claims 20-21: 
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Navarre -Morin discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim and 19, but 
does not explicitly disclose wherein the distributed computer program interface comprises a 
profile manager operative to examine at least one characteristic of the message to determine the 
transmission profile to be associated with the message 

However, Liu discloses a manager manages the messages transmission based on 
communication profiles have one or more "service identifiers" which is equivalent to 
"characteristic of the message" and one or more interactive response agent identifier associated 
with the respective user, see (Liu: abstract, lines 3-10) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Liu's ideas of associating selected request from the user with 
user profile with Navarre -Morin' s system in order to identify service based on the user profile, 
see (Morin: column 1, lines 52-67) 

Regarding to claim 24 : 

Navarre -Morin-Liu discloses a method as discuss in claim 20, which further includes 
wherein the message characteristic is an application data: (Navarre discloses a method of 
"identifying message type, content" which is equivalent to "determining characteristics of 
application data" to determine routine for delivery message: column 3, lines 13-15) 

Regarding to claim 25 : 

Navarre -Morin-Liu further discloses a method as discuss in claim 20, which is further 
includes wherein the message characteristic is a command character: (Liu discloses "service 
identifier selected by the user" which is equivalent to "command character": abstract, lines 10- 
18) 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Liu's ideas of associating selected request from the user with 
user profile with Navarre -Morin's system in order to identify service based on the user profile, 
see (Morin: column 1 , lines 52-67) 

13) Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Navarre -Morin-Liu in view of Dutra et al. (U.S. 6,917,979) 

Re2ardine to claims 22-23: 

Navarre -Morin-Liu the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 20, but does not 
explicitly disclose the message characteristic is a record sequence indicator: 

However, Dutra discloses "Msg ID" which is equivalent to "sequence indicator", see 
(Dutra: Figure 6, item 410) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Dutra' s ideas of using Msg ID is used to indicate order of record 
message with Navarre -Morin-Liu' s system in order to identify the service level, see (Dutra: 
abstract, lines 10-12) 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to lan dai thi truong whose telephone number is 571-272-7959. The 
examiner can normally be reached on monday- friday from 8:30am to 5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Lan Dai Thi Truong 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2143 

Ldt 

11/25/2005 




